against whom positive proof of the fact was wanting, were charged with using the article. To prevent such charges, and at once to free itself from all who persisted in this empirical practice, it adopted the resolutions which have proven so obnoxious to our brethren of the Virginia Society. Had they been present on the occasion, and felt the force of the circumstance, and they would have felt them had they been there, under which the Society acted, we doubt not that every one of them, if they had had the right to have done so, would have voted for the resolutions in question.
Therefore, after having declared the article unfit for dental pnrposes, and the use of it malpraciice, if they did not think it necessary to proceed as far as the American Society, in relation to the matter, they should have paused and made themselves acquainted with all the facts and circumstances of the case, before having passed so censorious a resolution against an act of a kindred and elder association, an act which cannot be otherwise than productive of great good, both to the dental profession and community at large.
With regard to the power of the Society to expel a member for non-compliance with these resolutions, the point is so fully discussed and clearly established, by our associate, Dr. Westcott, in the following editorial, which we received after having penned the foregoing remarks, that we do not think it necessary to enter into further argument upon the subject.?Bait.
